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DETAILED ACTION 

ART REJECTION: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 11,13-14,16,19-20, and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Grube et al(6,031 ,455). 

~ In considering claims 1 1 and 23, the claimed subject matter that is met by Grube et 
al(Grube) includes: 

1) the one or more peripheral units is met by the subscriber units(22,36,38); 

2) the main control unit is met by the controller(30); 

3) the entering data into a digital processing device to program the main control unit is 
met by programming instructions being processed by the digital signal processor(70) of 
the controller(see: column 4, lines 50 et seq); 

4) the communicating data from the main control unit to the peripheral devices to 
configure and control the peripheral devices is met by the controller providing 
instructions to the processing unit(50) to control the subscriber units(22,36,38). 
- With regards to claim 13, the controlling a transfer of data over a communications 
link is met by data being transferred via wireless communication path such as satellite 
communication system as seen in figure 1. 
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With regards to claim 14, the keypad or display is met by the keypad or display of 
the subscriber units(22) which are cellular telephones which inherently includes 
keypads/displays(see: column 2, lines 65 et seq). 

- With regards to claim 16, the processing a status signal from one or more 
neighboring sensors to verify an alarm condition is met by the controller(18) processing 
the environmental condition on a group basis(see: column 3, lines 40-45). 

- With regards to claim 19, the peripheral units including sensors comprising carbon 
monoxide detectors is met(see: column 3, lines 4-10). 

~ With regards to claim 20, the peripheral unit including a preprogrammed ID code is 
met(see: column 5, lines. 11-36). 

~ With regards to claim 24, the main control unit requesting status signal from one or 
more peripheral units to verify an alarm condition is met by the controllers(18,30) 
processing environmental conditions on a group basis so as to determine hazardous 
conditions in a geographic area(see: column 3, lines 40 et seq). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the Object matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 15 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Grube et al(Grube). 
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- In considering claim 15, upon processing of alarm conditions by the 
controllers(18,30), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made that the status of the particular sensor that indicated the 
alarm condition would have been verified by request of a status signal by the controller, 
since this would have been a necessary step in determining whether or not processing 
on a group or regional basis would have been necessary before issuance of warning 
indication for a particular region as taught by Grube(see: column 3, lines 26-57). 

- With regards to claim 18, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to utilize a transceiver that communicates at 2.4 
GHz, or any other frequency as desired, since one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized the most optimal frequency range that would have allowed the best possible 
communication of signals. 

5. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Grube et 
al(Grube) in view of Addy et al(Addy). 

- Claim 17 recites subject matter met by Grube as discussed in claim 11 above, 
except for: 

1) the control unit being programmable via a keypad built into the main control 

unit. 

Use of keypads for programming control units is well known in the art. In related 
art, Addy discloses s wireless system which utilizes a keypad(1 8) built into a control unit 
for inputting data into the control unit. Since the use of keypads built into control units is 
well known as seen by Addy, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a keypad into the processing 
controllers( 18,30) of Grube, since this would have facilitated programming functions of 
the processing units of the controllers. 

6. Claims 1,3,7 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kail, IV(6,940,403) in view of Addy et al(6,243,010). 
- In considering claim 1, the claimed subject matter that is met by Kail, IV(Kail) 
includes: 

1) the one or more peripheral units is met by the subscriber units portable 
monitoring unit(12); 

2) the main control unit comprising an transceiver is met by the central 
monitoring device which communicates with the units(12) via wireless communication 
link(16) via transceiver(50, column 5, lines 36-40); 

3) the transceiver of the one or more peripheral units to both send a signal to the 
main unit and for receiving data from the main unit for configuring or controlling the 
devices is met by the transceiver(26) of the units(12, column 5, lines 10-15) which allow 
intercommunication with the unit(14) so as to communicate alarm data to the device(14) 
and as well to receive programming instructions from the device(!4, column 6, lines 20- 
47). 

- Kail does not show: 

1) Use of RF transceivers in the peripheral and control units. 
In related art, Addy et al(Addy) teaches a monitoring system which utilizes RF 
transceivers for the purpose of communicating signals between senors(21) and control 
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unit(44) in the system. Although Kail does not specifically teach use of RF transceivers, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate RF transceivers of Addy into the peripheral and main units, 
since RF transceivers would have provided an inexpensive and well known means of 
providing wireless communications in the system of Kail. 

With regards to claim 3, the communicator for controlling, a transfer of data between 
the system and a remote location over a communications link is met by the is met by the 
computer(60) which communicates with and oversees the operations of the units(see: 
column 5, lines 45-54). 

With regards to claim 7, the main control unit being programmable via a keypad built 
into the main control unit is met by the terminal(52). 

With regards to claim 8, upon incorporation of the RF transceivers into the system of 
Kail as discussed in claim 1 above, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to utilize a transceiver that communicates at 
2.4 GHz, or any other frequency as desired, since one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have recognized the most optimal frequency range that would have allowed the best 
possible communication of signals. 

-- With regards to claim 9, although Kail does not disclose the specific type of sensors 
of the peripheral units, use of various types of sensors for a remote monitoring system 
is well known in the art. In related art, Addy discloses a monitoring system which 
utilizes various remote sensors(21) including PIR, shock, smoke, etc(see: column 5, 
lines 16-19). Since use of various sensors for a monitoring system is well known as 
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seen by Addy, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the tinne 
the invention was made to incorporate any of the above stated sensors of Addy into the 
sensors of Kail, since the system of Kail already desires to monitor the surrounding 
environments of the units(12), and therefore use of the sensors of Addy would have 
allowed the units(12) of Kail be implement in any of a variety of situations to monitor 
various types of environments. 
- With regards to claim 10, although not specifically taught by Kail, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
implement the identification codes of the sensors of Addy(see: column 5, lines 27-51) 
into the unjts(12) of Kail, since this would have been necessary to distinguish signals 
from each particular unit. 

7. Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kail, 
IV(Kail) in view of Addy et al(Addy) and Grube et al(Grube). 

- With regards to claims 4-6, although not specifically taught by Kail and Addy, use of 
Keypad or dsplays for entering information and displaying information from a main 
control unit being contained in a remote unit comprising a cordless telephone handset, 
request of a status signal from a sensor to verify an alarm condition, and as well, 
processing a status signal from one or more neighboring sensors to verify an alarm 
condition is well known in the art. 

In related art, Grube teaches use of subscriber units including cellular telephones 
which inherently include keypads and displays(not shown)(see: column 2, lines 63 et 
seq), and as well requesting of status signals to verify alarm conditions from 
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neighboring sensors(see: column 3, lines 26-57). Since the use of these above stated 
limitation is well known as taught by Grube, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate these features 
into the system of Kail in view of Addy, since keypad/displays would have facilitated 
intercommunication and dissemination of information between the main unit and the 
units(12), and as well verification of alarm conditions via status requests of the 
indicating sensor, as well as neighboring sensors would have helped avoid the 
occurrence of false alarms being indicated. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DARYL C. POPE whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2959. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 9:00-7:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MIKE HORABIK can be reached on 571-272-3068. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EEC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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